

















satisfies all statutory and Departmental criteria applicable to requests for exemptions
permitting slot reassignment. AirTran’s application meets the same criteria as met by
ATA when it was allowed to move its 2100 slots to 1300 and 1400.

When the Department approved ATA’s request (and the request of other carriers)
to move its two 2100 slots to 1300 and 1400, it stated:

ATA has argued that the circumstances of its application are exceptional
in that, without the grant of its request, ATA will be unable to expand and meet
the high demand for its current low fare service in the DCA-Chicago Midway
market. ATA argues that prior to AIR-21, the Department determined that the
expansion of low-fare competitive service qualified as exceptional circumstances
for purposes of granting slot exemptions and that in awarding ATA four AIR-21
DCA slot exemptions, the Department noted that ATA’s low-fare competitive
service would promote competition in the Washington-Chicago market. We
agree that ATA’s current DCA-Chicago (Midway) service has served as a
competitive spur to the market and further note that, like the other applicants,
ATA’s modest DCA presence of only four peak-hour slot exemptions along with
its two off-peak slots severely limits its ability to adjust and expand its service
offerings. These facts alone suffice to qualify ATA under the exceptional
circumstances criterion.

There are additional factors demonstrating why the applications satisfy the
exceptional circumstances test. For example, ATA and Spirit have indicated that
grant of their requests would allow them to provide better connections at
alternative hubs, a factor indicating exceptional circumstances in other slot slide
requests granted by the Department.! In the cases of Colgan and Chautaugqu, the
applicants have argued that grant of their requests would help them better meet
demand in their respective markets, a factor that the Department found was
contemplated by the exceptional circumstances criterion previously.’

In Orders 99-11-4 and 2000-7-20, the Department allowed Midwest Express to
move three 2100 slots to 1400, 1500 and to 0700 in order to offer better service to
Milwaukee and Kansas City and to connecting markets. In Order 2000-7-20, the

Department noted that Midwest had a limited number of slots -16. By allowing AirTran

* Order 99-11-4, issued November, 4, 199, and Order 2000-10-32, issued October 27, 2000.

3 Order 2000-2-33, issued February 29, 2000, and Order 2000-7-20, issued July 14, 2000.



to utilize the slots at 1300 and 1400, AirTran will also be able to offer better service to
ATL and connection markets. Moreover, AirTran has fewer slots than Midwest held
when the Department issued Order 2000-7-20.

Wherefore, AirTran Airways, Inc. respectfully requests, for all of the reasons set
forth above, that the Department grant AirTran an exemption permitting it to utilize the
two 2100 slots in the 1300 and 1400 slot hours at DCA as it did for ATA, or grant such
other relief as the Department may deem appropriate.
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